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anger he had felt before Caiaphas subsided at once in
the presence of Eoman brutality. He rebuked the brother
that trespassed against -him, but when the enemy smote
him on the one cheek he turned to him the other.

Another point now requires notice. By Christ's law
the Christian is commanded in some cases of injury to go
without redress altogether, in others to apply for it to the
Christian assembly. But the Christian assembly had no
power of compulsion, and therefore if the offender proved
contumacious, redress was denied to the injured man in
this case also. It appears, then, that iu no case whatever
does Christ countenance any appeal to the secular courts.
Are we then to suppose that all that machinery for
checking and punishing crime, which has been established
in every human society alike, is rejected and repudiated
by Christ ? Since he forbade his followers to avail them-
selves of this machinery, are we to suppose that he dis-
approved of it, and that he intended, when society should
be remodelled in accordance with his morality, that it
should be abolished, and that men should depend in
future for their protection against violence upon the
power of forgiveness to charm away the lawlessness of
the robber and the plunderer ?

It is certainly evident that if Christ's law were universally
practised in a Christian land the administration of justice
would be suspended. Where all alike contented them-
selves with first rebuking and in case of contumacy re-
nouncing the society of those who injured them, there
would be no trials, for there would be no prosecutions.
Government would be obliged to abdicate its function of
maintaining tranquillity and good order-in the kingdom.
Is this, then, what Christ intended, and did he believe that